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CROCKETT, Justice:

The united states governrrrent appeals frorn a decree of our ThirdDistrict court awarding rights to the os" or water, surface and subsurface,within the drain"gu a."" oic.."n River above the confluence of, but includ-ing Pot Creek, in Daggett, Summit and Uintah Counties.

The action was initiated upon petition of water users for an adjudica-tion of water rights as authorizei uy sec , zi_+_t, U. c.A. 1953. The Unitedstates asgerted ownership of and subrnitted for adjudication 715 water usersclairns which had been esiablished under tiu t"*" of the state of utah.Pursuant to the propo"ua a"terrnination of water rights prepared by the StateEngineer' the Distrlct cot"i entered its decree Ijudicating the water rightsinvolved, which included awarding the ctairns r., tioned to the United States.
The United States accepts the decree as entered, but urges that inaddition to the specific water rights it was awarded, the court shourd haverecognized additional but unspecified water rights which may exist by virtue;j,i""tJ;trrjtij:1:ar or p"ui" lands and which the gove",,J".,t rnay require
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' The objective of an adjudication ag authorized by sec. 73-4_r, u: c. A.1953' is to determine and eetite water righis which have not been adjudicatedor which rnay be uncert'in or in dispute. To accomplish that purpose satis-faetorTly the jucigment arrived at muet have 
"orn" degrce of finality and soli-darity' Accordingly it ie eeeential that everyone whosc rights are involved orrnay be affected be rnade parties to the pto"u"ding; that they be required toassert whatever rights they contend they are entitled to; and that they be boundby the result for the sarne sound reasons that justify the doctrine of res adjudi-cata in other classes of cases. If the rule were otherwise the governrnent,through its agents' could' be wholly 

"tuiit""f.uo.rt asserting water rights ifand when it pleased' It should be obvious tnat if in the futur'e the governrnentcouLd assert rights which couldL"y" been.al,rai"rted in this proceeding, thisdecree would be without any solid foundatiorr, ,fr" private *"tJ" rights adjudi_cated could be made a sharnbles of; and the principre of res adjudicata defeated.
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Affirmed: No costs awarded.
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